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No. 150 


The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 


TORONTO, FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 141, 1969 


ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 





1. Third Reading Bill 134, An Act to amend The Day Nurseries Act, 1966. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 144, An Act to amend The Homes for the Aged and Rest 
Homes Act. Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 189, An Act to amend The Moosonee Development 
Area Board Act, 1966. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 196, An Act to regulate Farms on which Pregnant 
Mares are kept for the Collection of Urine. Mr. Stewart. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 197, An Act to amend The Veterinarians Act. Mr. 
Stewart. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 198, An Act to amend The Territorial Division Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 219, An Act to amend The Drainage Act, 1962-63. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 220, An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 221, An Act to amend The Municipality of Metropolitan 
Toronto Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. Wishart. 
PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 


‘That. 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation Act. 
Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. } 


12. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion for Second Reading Bill 41, 
The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


13. 


14. 


i5i 


16. 


i/. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


yam 


pf a 


23. 


24. 


a2. 


26. 
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Second Reading Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 
Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 


Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. Mr. Robaris. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 218, An Act to amend The Voters’ Lists Act. Mr. 
Robarts. PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Agriculture and Food. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential] treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (6) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain” within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (b) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement’’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LEDs (O65) Sho D. ti Roi(2d)o716, S2VWiW:Rsi236M 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—i. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the M inistry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’. 








107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1968. 


Dec. 4.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Department of Education Act. 


1969. 
Mar. 12.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation Act. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ Council 
Act; An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act; An Act to amend The 
Teaching Profession Act; An Act to amend The Trade Schools 
Regulation Act. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69: The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 
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June 11.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 


June 11.—Mr. Wells—An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam 
Corporation; The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 


Nov. 13.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


tiie Lal Orient ET Bae 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


AS ee ee ee Wa i ee EO) oo ©) MEM TD Tk Be 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


Pein lee a UE CL PAL COM MIE TE E 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 
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The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT” 





TORONTO, MONDAY, NOVEMBER 171TH, 1969 





ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Thtrd Reading Bill 134, An Act to amend The Day Nurseries Act, 1966. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 144, An Act to amend The Homes for the Aged and Rest 
Homes Act. Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 189, An Act to amend The Moosonee Development 
Area Board Act, 1966. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 196, An Act to regulate Farms on which Pregnant 
Mares are kept for the Collection of Urine. Mr. Stewart. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 197, An Act to amend The Veterinarians Act. Mr. 
Stewart. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 198, An Act to amend The Territorial Division Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 219, An Act to amend The Drainage Act, 1962-63. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 220, An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 221, An Act to amend The Municipality of Metropolitan 
Toronto Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. Wishart. 
PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 


hhat 


the moneys required for the purposes of i he Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation Act. 
Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 


12. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion for Second Reading Bill 41, 
The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


i 


18. 


19. 


20. 


Zr. 


D2: 


yas 


24. 


jap 


26. 
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Second Reading Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 


a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. Mr. Robarts. 
PRINTED. . 


Second Reading Bill 218, An Act to amend The Voters’ Lists Act. Mr. 
Robarts. PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Agriculture and Food. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies,.-without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (b) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31,1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement’’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—-What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’”’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
WISION- LTD. (1905) 51 De R. (2a) 710,*3S2 "W.W_R. 250... 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company ina 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘“The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘“‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1968. 


Dec. 4.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Department of Education Act. 

1969. 

Mar. 12.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation Act. 

Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ Council 
Act; An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act; An Act to amend The 


Teaching Profession Act; An Act to amend The Trade Schools 
Regulation Act. 


April 15.— Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.— Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. | 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 
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June 11.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 


June 11.—Mr. Wells—An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam 
Corporation; The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 


Nov. 13.—Mr. Wisharti—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


Popa bet Hee OMEN tT ob 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


NowrCudcnure AND FOOD COMMITTEE 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


PA oat AND SHOUNTCIPAL COMME TEE 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


Omi DAE be iINOr Eb Lee 


The Standing Legal and Municipal Committee will meet on Tuesday, 
November 18th, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 2. 
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ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


Third Reading Bill 134, An Act to amend The Day Nurseries Act, 1966. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 144, An Act to amend The Homes for the Aged and Rest 
Homes Act. Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 189, An Act to amend The Moosonee Development 
Area Board Act, 1966. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 196, An Act to regulate Farms on which Pregnant 
Mares are kept for the Collection of Urine. Mr. Stewart. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 197, An Act to amend The Veterinarians Act. Mr. 
Stewart. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 198, An Act to amend The Territorial Division Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 219, An Act to amend The Drainage Act, 1962-63. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 220, An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 221, An Act to amend The Municipality of Metropolitan 
Toronto Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Commiuitee of the Whole House: 


Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. Wishart. 
PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 
the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 


Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation Act. 
Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 


12. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion for Second Reading Bill 41, 
The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


Ti 


18. 


19. 


Zu. 


2A, 


aes 


a. 
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Second Reading Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 


for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 
Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 


Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. Mr. Robarts. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 218, An Act to amend The Voters’ Lists Act. Mr. 
Robarts. PRINTED. 


Coneurrencein Supply for the Department of Agriculture and Food. 
House 1n Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 

are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 

for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 

tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 

on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs,’ for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 


fe 


Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residentia] treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’? within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and. John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing. the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (0) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that “‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
‘Cardholder Agreement’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VESION VE Pl (T9G0) Ol Ween. (20) (flo, O2 WON RR. 260, 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enauiry of the Ministry —How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Endquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1968. 


Dec. 4.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Department of Education Act. 

1969. 

Mar. 12.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation Act. 

Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ Council 
Act; An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act; An Act to amend The 


Teaching Profession Act; An Act to amend The Trade Schools 
Regulation Act. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 
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June 11.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 


June 11.—Mr. Wells—An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam 
Corporation; The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
Nov. 13.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 


Nov. 17—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HEALD TH CoOMsererrs E 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


RRL Ot LAL RE AN De FOOD CO.M MOLT ie E 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


Pea bea MONDERA. COM NM Pree 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act...Mr. McKeough. 


CO Wier Lee OCT I ES 


The Standing Health Committee will meet on Thursday, November 20th, 
‘at 9.30 a.m. in Room M1-69-iB. 





The Standing Highways and Transport Committee will meet on Thursday, 
November 20th, at 3.30 p.m. in Committee Room No. 1 to consider the Estimates 
of the Department of Highways. 
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ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL, OUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Thtrd Reading Bill 134, An Act to amend The Day Nurseries Act, 1966. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 144, An Act to amend The Homes for the Aged and Rest 
Homes Act. Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 189, An Act to amend The Moosonee Development 
Area Board Act, 1966. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 196, An Act to regulate Farms on which Pregnant 
Mares are kept for the Collection of Urine. Mr. Stewart. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 197, An Act to amend The Veterinarians Act. Mr. 
Stewart. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 198, An Act to amend The Territorial Division Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 219, An Act to amend The Drainage Act, 1962-63. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 220, An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 221, An Act to amend The Municipality of Metropolitan 
Toronto Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Commuttee of the Whole House: 


Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. Wishart. 
PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
Tas 
the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 


Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation Act. 
Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 


12. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion for Second Reading Bill 41, 
The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


i. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


at. 


ya 


au 


24. 


jae 


ZO. 
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Second Reading Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 


PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.YVaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. Mr. Robarts. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 218, An Act to amend The Voters’ Lists Act. Mr. 
Robarts. PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Agriculture and Food. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
- senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residentia) treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (b) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch’’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 

' Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to he effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’”’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VESON iD v0, St wei. (207 16, 2 28040 '3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report “The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be oad as may be directed by the 
Minister)’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1968. 


Dec. 4.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Department of Education Act. 

1969. 

Mar. 12.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation Act. 

Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ Council 
Act; An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act; An Act to amend The 


Teaching Profession Act; An Act to amend The Trade Schools 
Regulation Act. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 
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June 11.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 


June 11.—Mr. Wells—An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam 
Corporation; The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 


June 12.—Mr. Whtte—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 

Nov. 13.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 


Nov. 18.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board Act. 
An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of Niagara Act, 1968-69. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 
Peet eM Ne i 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


Bie ee AND POOD COMMITTEE 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


eee a eae es VEU NLC LPAI C Oey LT EB 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Myr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


COME ie EN eT PES 


The Standing Health Committee will meet on Thursday, November 20th, 
at 9.30 a.m. in Room M1-69-1B. 





The Standing Highways and Transport Committee will meet on Thursday, 
November 20th, at 3.30 p.m. in Committee Room No. 1 to consider the Estimates 
of the Department of Highways. 
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ONTARIO 


No. 154 


The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 





TORONTO, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 20TH, 1969 





ORDER PAPER 


a 


ee 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


PETITIONS Se 
REPORTS | 
MOTIONS 





INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 134, An Act to amend The Day Nurseries Act, 1966. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 144, An Act to amend The Homes for the Aged and Rest 
Homes Act. Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 189, An Act to amend The Moosonee Development 
Area Board Act, 1966. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 196, An Act to regulate Farms on which Pregnant 
Mares are kept for the Collection of Urine. Mr. Stewart. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 197, An Act to amend The Veterinarians Act. Mr. 
Stewart. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 198, An Act to amend The Territorial Division Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 219, An Act to amend The Drainage Act, 1962-63. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 220, An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 221, An Act to amend The Municipality of Metropolitan 
Toronto Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. Wishart. 
PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 
the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 


Fealth Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation Act. 
Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 


12. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion for Second Reading Bill 41, 
The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


if. 


18. 


19. 
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Second Reading Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 


Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. Mr. Robarts. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 218, An Act to amend The Voters’ Lists Act. Mr. 
Robarts. PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Agriculture and Food. 
Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Endquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (b) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement”’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
MISIONM@EL PD. (1965) S17 DRY dyes, S2 ‘\WEWIR286:".3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4, What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 

: of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, “‘miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—i1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1968. 


Dec. 4.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Department of Education Act. 
1969. 


Mar. 12.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation Act. 

Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ Council 
Act; An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act; An Act to amend The 


Teaching Profession Act; An Act to amend The Trade Schools 
Regulation Act. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15——Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


| June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 11.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 


June 11.—Mr. Wells—An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam 
Corporation; The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
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Nov. 13.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 


Nov. 18.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board Act. 
An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of Niagara Act, 1968-69. 


Nov. 19.—Mr. Haskett—An Act to amend The Highway Traffic Act. 





BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 
Ns Fe ced ed Bw EM 7 NT) OE Dd Be FP 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 
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Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 





BE GAL AN'D “MUN ECS ADS O MIME T TP bE 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


C A 2 QO N Government 


Publications 





X 4 
9 wagon 2 
‘No. 155 


The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 





TORONTO, FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 21st, 1969 





ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS ~~ 


2 fu dae? a A 2 vy 
(? oo eR & ne 
STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY’ - 5S att st SS 
back NOY 28 1969 ~ 
ORAL QUESTIONS NEY; ee 
PETITIONS Ors \a>ad 
REPORTS 


MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Thtrd Reading Bill 134, An Act to amend The Day Nurseries Act, 1966. 
Mr. Yaremko. REPRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 144, An Act to amend The Homes for the Aged and Rest 
Homes Act. Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


10. 


ii. 


A. 


13. 
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Third Reading Bill 189, An Act to amend The Moosonee Development 
Area Board Act, 1966. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 196, An Act to regulate Farms on which Pregnant 
Mares are kept for the Collection of Urine. Mr. Stewart. REPRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 197, An Act to amend The Veterinarians Act. Mr. 
Stewart. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 198, An Act to amend The Territorial Division Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. Mr. Robarts. 
PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 218, An Act to amend The Voters’ Lists Act. Mr. 
Robarts. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 219, An Act to amend The Drainage Act, 1962-63. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 220, An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 221, An Act to amend The Municipality of Metropolitan 
Toronto Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. Wishart. 
PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
‘That. 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
[Tealth Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation Act. 
Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 


14. 


1S 


16. 
Li. 


18. 


23. 
24. 
25. 
26, 
27. 
7s. 


Lot 
30. 
St, 
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3: 
Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Be Parte Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. | 


Second Reading Bill 73, An rae to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Aninials used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. White. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Mr. Gomme. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. NOT PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Agriculture and Food. 
Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Bretthaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. Ifso, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has» the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (6) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. : 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement”’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—i. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LTD. (1965) 51 D.L.R. (2d) 716, 52 W.W.R. 286. 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Endquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, “miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. | 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to sane The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 

April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 11.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
June 11.—Mr. Wells—The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 

June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 

Nov. 13.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 


Nov. 18.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board Act. 
An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of Niagara Act, 1968-69. 
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BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HEAL T-H: CO.M.M-LT)T EE 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


MORAC UA BRE WN DAR O.DsaG Oa Ee 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


VEY PND NUN PCP Par? COMPETE 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 





EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS — 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 134, An Act to amend The Day Nurseries Act, 1966. 
Mr. Yaremko. REPRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 144, An Act to amend The Homes for the Aged and Rest 
Homes Act. Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 
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Third Reading Bill 189, An Act to amend The Moosonee Development 
Area Board Act, 1966. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 196, An Act to regulate Farms on which Pregnant 
Mares are kept for the Collection of Urine. Mr. Stewart. REPRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 197, An Act to amend The Veterinarians Act. Mr. 
Stewart. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 198, An Act to amend The Territorial Division Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. Mr. Robarts. 
PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 218, An Act to amend The Voters’ Lists Act. Mr. 
Robarts. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 219, An Act to amend The Drainage Act, 1962-63. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 220, An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 221, An Act to amend The Municipality of Metropolitan 
Toronto Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Commtuttee of the Whole Fouse: 


Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. Wishart. 
PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation Act. 
Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 
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The Honourable, the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


(a) the fees and expenses to be allowed to the returning officers 
and other officers and persons for services performed under 
The Election Act, 1968-69, so far as they are payable by the 
Province of Ontario, are payable out of the Consolidated 
Revenue Fund; and 


(b) for the purpose of providing funds for the payment of such 
fees and expenses, the Lieutenant Governor in Council may 
direct that accountable warrants payable out of the Consoli- 
dated Revenue Fund be issued from time to time in favour of 
any officer or other person, 


as provided in Bill 217, The Election Act, 1968-69. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 


Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.YVaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. Whitee NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 
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Second Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Mr. Gomme. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 231, An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act. Mr. McKeough. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 232, An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
Mr. McKeough. NOT PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Agriculture and Food. 
Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
ITouse in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 





88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.1., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’? within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, tor reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (6) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement’’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 


9 


1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’? within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION? LTD2965).°51 DEER? (dyiiio;, 52 WiMR. 1 286.%, 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘“The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘“‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)”’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


11 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes ‘has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 11.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
June 11.—Mr. Wells—The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 

June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 

Nov. 13.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 


Nov. 18.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board Act. 
An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of Niagara Act, 1968-69. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


13 
BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HEAR ae CO NM Mai PEE 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


AGRE UL Du eae DF Omp COMMITTEE 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


aba Alte AGN evi N Gal PAIS GC OnE VE rE E 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
mOLo Mr, Davis: 


vie) Wo bE NO eh BES 


The Standing Legal and Municipal Committee will meet on Tuesday, 
November 25th, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 2. 





The Standing Health Committee will meet on Tuesday, November 25th, 
at 9.30 a.m. in Room M1-69-iB. 





The Standing Government Commissions Committee will meet on Tuesday, 
November 25th, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 3. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY 
THIRD READINGS 


1... Third Reading Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. 
Wishart. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation 
Act. Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 
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GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 


for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. White. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 
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Second Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Mr. Gomme. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 231, An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act. Mr. McKeough. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 232, An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
Mr. McKeough. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 233, An Act to amend The Highway Traffic Act. 
Mr. Haskett. NOT PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughion. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy's Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential] treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, tor reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (6) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31,1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
‘Cardholder Agreement’”’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy’ and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 


selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISTONG@LP DP 190551" DareRS (2d) 4716; 652: WoW Re 2862 ---3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 


104 


105 


106 


107. 


fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program” prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Mlanagement Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 


borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


_ Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 


of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


_ Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 


of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 


where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’?)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers.. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. | 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 11.—WMr. Wells—The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 
June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
Nov. 13.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 


Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 


Nov. 18.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


Nov. 24.—Mr. Robarts—An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act; 
An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
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BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES . 


HEAL FHaG0,MiMe Gian 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 
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Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


LEGALSAND4MUAN. EG PALAG ODS TEE 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act.. us r. Davis. 


_. Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. werd 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 125, An Act to amend The Regulations Act. Mr. 
Wishart. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 192, An Act to amend The Public Service Superannuation 
Act. Mr. MacNaughton. PRINTED. 
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GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


3. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


4. Committee of the Whole House: 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 


That, 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


5. Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


6. Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


7. Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


8. Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


9. Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or see 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


10. Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


11. Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


12. Second Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


13. Second Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. — 


14. Second Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 
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Second Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Mr. Gomme. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 231, An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 232, An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED... 


Second Reading Bill 233, An Act to amend The Highway rawic Act. 
Mr. Haskett. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Mr. Wishart. NOT PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services jes oe 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative stat. . 3, Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 

for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (6) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, tor reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (6) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement”’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—-What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
‘“Jocal work and undertaking” within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LTD. (1965) 51 D.L.R. (2d) 716, 52 W.W.R. 286. 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report “The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3. 5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘“‘miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’”)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August Ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 11.—Mr. Wells—The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 
June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 


Nov. 18.—Mr. McKeough—An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


Nov. 24.—Mr. Robarts—An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act; 
An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
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BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


ELE Add ay C OnpNGMelaiy TEs 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


AGIRAC UiLyi GR Bank Dok OsldscC Oo MoN colt belvoks 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


LEGA lo ArNeDe- VEGA Gd RA LAG.O-MeALI TT EE 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 





EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. 


COMIN Tr fo ee Na Io 


The Standing Government Commissions Committee will meet on Thursday, 
November 27th, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 3. 





The Standing Health Committee will meet on Thursday, November 27th, 
at 9.30 a.m. in Room M1-69-iB. 





The Standing Legal and Municipal Committee will meet on Thursday, 
November 27th, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 2. 


A 2 O N | Government 


Publications 





ONTARIO 


No. 159 


The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 





TORONTO, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 27TH, 1969 


ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY ~~ \_ 
ORAL QUESTIONS 7 HBRARY 
PETITIONS <i * BECS 1969 
REPORTS AD gles : 
NTS y,, ra\s ae 
MOTIONS sg 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 7 


6. Third Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 231, An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 232, An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 233, An Act to amend The Highway Traffic Act. Mr. 
Haskett. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Committee of the Whole House: 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
‘That 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 
The Honourable, the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


an income tax shall be paid by every individual who was 
resident in or had income earned in Ontario, being 28 per cent 
of the tax payable under the Income Tax Act (Canada) in 
respect of the 1970 taxation year, 


as provided in Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 


Lids 


13. 


14. 


15; 


16. 


Li: 


18. 


19. 


20. 


Lo. 


24. 
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Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 


the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Mr. Wishart. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. NOT PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. | 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, tor reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (0) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31,1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement”’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—-What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton, What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 


selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
WISN oOo) OT 1), Ur) 710; ee WV NV. OU Oo. ATE 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
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fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 


borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 


of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
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of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, “miscellaneous grants”’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)”’. 


. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 


where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 

April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 11.—Mr. Wells—The Health Protection Act, 1968-69. 
June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
Nov. 17—Mr. Gomme—An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


Nov. 24.—Mr. Robarts—An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act; 
An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 


i? 
BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 
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Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 
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Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


L, E:G.ACL, -A.NuD), MU NeL CutP. Ads CO Mi dviels Eels ts, by 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. 
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ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 231, An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 232, An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 233, An Act to amend The Highway Traffic Act. Mr. 
Haskett. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Committee of the Whole House: 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, . 


the moneys required for the purposes of Zhe Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 
The Honourable, the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That 


an income tax shall be paid by every individual who was 
resident in or had income earned in Ontario, being 28 per cent 
of the tax payable under the Income Tax Act (Canada) in 
respect of the 1970 taxation year, 


as provided in Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. | 


52. 
13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 
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18. 
19. 
20. 
G1; 
22. 
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24. 
a. 
26. 
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Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 


the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Mr. Wishart. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
Mr. Robarts. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Mr. Robarts. NOT PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Highways. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.LI., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (0) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. | 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (0) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97, Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 


_ 


102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking” within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LTD. (1965) 51 D.L.R. (2d) 716, 52 W.W.R. 286. 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company ina 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘“The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program” prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. g. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, “miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (“matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Endquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. | sh 

April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act. 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HEALTHC O MST? TEE 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 
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Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


LEGAL AND MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. 
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ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 231, An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 232, An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 233, An Act to amend The Highway Traffic Act. Mr. 
Haskett. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


10. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


11. Commuttee of the Whole House: 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells... REPRINTED. 
The Honourable, the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 


that 


an income tax shall be paid by every individual who was 
resident in or had income earned in Ontario, being 28 per cent 
of the tax payable under the Income Tax Act (Canada) in 
respect of the 1970 taxation year, 


as provided in Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 
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Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. Myr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 238, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 239, An Act to amend The Public Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Highways. 
[Touse in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Bretthaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware ot the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4: Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.1., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy's Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residentia) treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (0) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
‘authority chain” within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19, What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, tor reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (b) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31,1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. | 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled “Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement” that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
‘Cardholder Agreement’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LTD. (1965) 51 D.L.R. (2d) 716, 52 W.W.R. 286. 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, “miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)”. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 

_.. specific sources and the respective amounts of ‘other revenue’ as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘‘Sources of Net General Revenue’’ on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Isit the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used asa standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “six or 
seven gigahertz’? microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 
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INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Mar. 13.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act; An Act 
to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education Act; 
An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 

April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


April 15.—Mr. Yaremko—An Act to amend The Charitable Institutions Act, 
1962-63. 


April 15.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Public Schools Act; An Act respect- 
ing Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of York University. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 10.—Mr. Rowntree—The Business Corporations Act, 1968-69; The Busi- 
ness Corporations Information Act, 1968-69. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HEALTH COMMITTEE 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


AGRICULTURE AND FOOD COMMITTEE 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


by GAL AUN. LD WiL Nek, Loe Aclst. GO) MaMa Lelas liek: 
Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. 


i 
EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. 


GCAO EVEL Cele aN OC Eh Gk S 


The Standing Education and University Affairs Committee will meet on 
Tuesday, December 2nd, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 2. 


The Standing Health Committee will meet on Tuesday, December 2nd, at 
9.30 a.m. in Room M1-69-iB. 


The Standing Agriculture and Food Committee will meet on Wednesday, 
December 3rd, at 9.30 a.m. in Room M2-71-1. 
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_-The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 


TORONTO, TUESDAY, DECEMBER 2np, 1969 


ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 224, An Act to amend The Teaching Profession Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 
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if; 


2 


Third Reading Bill 225, An Act to amend The Ontario School Trustees’ 
Council Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 226, An Act to amend The Trade Schools Regulation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 227, An Act to amend The Teachers’ Superannuation 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 228, An Act to amend The Department of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 231, An Act to amend The Ontario Municipal Board 
Act. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. — 


Third Reading Bill 232, An Act to amend The Municipal Franchises Act. 
Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 233, An Act to amend The Highway Traffic Act. Mr. 

Haskett. PRINTED. 
GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 

Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve iteelt into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 

Committee of the Whole House: 
The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following :— 


That, 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. REPRINTED. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. RE- 
PRINTED. 
The Honourable, the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following :— 


That, 


an income tax shall be paid by every individual who was 
resident in or had income earned in Ontario, being 28 per cent 
of the tax payable under the Income Tax Act (Canada) in 
respect of the 1970 taxation year, 


as provided in Bill 223, An Act to amend The Income Tax Act, 1961-62. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15: 


16. 


it. 


18. 


19, 


20. 


PA 


22 


ZS: 


24. 


IR 


26. 


Lie 
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Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 
Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 


Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 


cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. Myr. McKeough. PRINTED. © 


Second Reading Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 238, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 239, An Act to amend The Public Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 240, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. 
Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


28, 


20: 


30. 


31. 
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Second Reading Bill 242, An Act respecting Scholarships for Osgoode Hall 
Law School of York University. Mr. Davis. NOT PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Education. 
Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Highways. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means.’ Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.L., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: ‘Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
‘who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and, John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally. disturbed 

_ children of the workers within that Branch, 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. , | 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
rat placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
_of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
. the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. (11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16.’ With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on: Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 

_ tive purpose of these expenditures. = | ae) 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (b) December 31, 1968: 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. , 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that “In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement”, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


ee Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—i. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LTD. (1965) 51 D.L.R. (2d) 716, 52 W.W.R. 286. 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4, What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—i. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘“The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program” prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—-Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, “miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be nid as may be directed by the 
Minister)”. | , | cs | 


107. Mr.. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. z itd 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Endquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 

that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
~ Council until after approved. by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of ‘‘other revenue’ as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘“‘Sources of Net General Revenue’’ on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used asa standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “six r 
seven gigahertz’? microwave to link major communities such as Bar 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


13 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HEALTH COMM iPrTrEE 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


AoW CU LURE AN Doro DCO MM LT TEE 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 41, The Ontario College of Art Act, 1968-69. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 45, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 46, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. . Wr. Davis. 


eye vist ab A bee Crt Pa Es 


The Standing Agriculture and Food Committee will meet on Wednesday, 
December 3rd, at 9.30 a.m. in Room M2-71-1. 
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No. 163 


The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 


TORONTO, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 3rp, 1969 


ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


a> 


PETITIONS vam 
\ aT ra \ 
MOTIONS \. : \ 
XS se S ]9 60 Me 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AYE . os i: 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 
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Third Reading Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 239, An Act to amend The Public Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 
The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
‘Phat, 
the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 


Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. REPRINTED. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. RE- 
PRINTED. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 


Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of Niagara Act, 
1968-69. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


(a) an indemnity at the rate of $12,000 per annum shall be paid to 
every member of the Assembly; and 


(b) an allowance for expenses at the rate of $6,000 per annum shall 
be paid to every member of the Assembly, 


as provided in Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
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The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following :— 


“That, 


(a) in addition to his indemnity as a member, there shall be paid, 


(i) 


(il) 


to the Speaker an indemnity at the rate of $5000 per 
annum, 


to the leader of the Opposition an indemnity at the rate of 
$15,000 per annum, and 


(iii) to the leader of a party, except the Prime Minister and 


the Leader of the Opposition, that has a recognized 
membership of twelve or more persons in the Assembly 
an indemnity at the rate of $4,000 per annum; 


(b) in addition to his indemnity as a member, there shall be paid for 
each session, 


(i) 


(ii) 


(iii) 


to the person who is Deputy Speaker and Chairman of 
the Committees of the Whole House an indemnity of 
$4,000, 


to the Deputy Chairman of the Committees of the Whole 
House an indemnity of $2,000, and 


to the chairman of each standing committee an indemnity 
of $1,000, 


but no indemnity shall be paid to the chairman of a standing 
committee unless the committee has become organized and 
has dealt with matters properly before it; 


(c) in addition to his indemnity as a member, an indemnity shall be 


paid, 
(i) 


(i1) 


(iii) 


(iv) 


to the Chief Government Whip, at the rate of $2,000 
per annum, 


to each of not more than two Deputy Government Whips, 
at the rate of $1,000 per annum, 


to the Opposition Whip, at the rate of $1,000 per annum, 
and 


to the party whip of each party that has a recognized 
membership of twelve or more persons in the Assembly, 
except the party from which the Government is chosen 
and the party recognized as the Official Opposition, at 
the rate of $1,000 per annum; and 


a: 
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(d) there shall be allowed to each member of the Assembly in 
respect of thirty trips per annum from his place of residence to 
the seat of government at Toronto 10 cents for every mile of the 
distance between his place of residence to Toronto and return, 
which distance shall be determined and certified by the Speaker, 


as provided in Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


(a) the annual salary of every minister having charge of a department 
is $15,000; 


(b) the member of the Executive Council holding the recognized 
position of First Minister shall receive, in addition, $5,000 per 
annum; and 


(c) the annual salary of every minister without portfolio is $5,000, 
as provided in Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 


for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


8."° Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


9, 


10. 


Li: 


12. 


13. 


14. 


I>. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion for Second 
Reading Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 240, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


16. 


Ly: 


18. 


19. 


20. 
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Second Reading Bill 242, An Act respecting Scholarships for Osgoode Hall 
Law School of York University. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 243, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Highways. 
House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breitthaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry——Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been ‘contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities.. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (b) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain’’ within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 
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91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (6) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘“‘Information Branch’’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank's 
“Cardholder Agreement”, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. 
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102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 
selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
‘“Iocal work and undertaking’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LAD. (4965) 510 DdAARs: (2d):746,.92) WW. R.1286.) 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 

- are such programmes wlira vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘“The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


104. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 
borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


105. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 
of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)”. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 
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108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—-What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of ‘‘other revenue’’ as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘Sources of Net General Revenue” on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 

_ fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used asa standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “six or 
seven gigahertz’ microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 
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INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


June 12.—Mr. White—An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


PA vy ee 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


AGRA WET WOR BAA NID ORD 36 O-MEMaL ToT ba 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. 


EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 238, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. Davis. 

o OUVE ME Tol) Bie Nh Ge ae S 


The Standing Health Committee will meet on Thursday, December 4th, 
at 9.30 a.m. in Room M1-69-iB. 


The Standing Education and University Affairs Committee will meet on 
Thursday, December 4th, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 2. 
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ONTARIO 


No. 164 


The Legislative Assembly of 
2 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 


TORONTO, THURSDAY, DECEMBER 4tn, 1969 


ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


2, 


Third Reading Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 239, An Act to amend The Public Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 
GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 
Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 


Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following :— 


That. 
the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. REPRINTED. 


Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. McKeough. RE- 
PRINTED. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 


Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of Niagara Act, 
1968-69. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following :— 


That, 


(a) an indemnity at the rate of $12,000 per annum shall be paid to 
every member of the Assembly; and 


(0) an allowance for expenses at the rate of $6,000 per annum shall 
be paid to every member of the Assembly, 


as provided in Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
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The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


(a) in addition to his indemnity as a member, there shall be paid, 


(i) to the Speaker an indemnity at the rate of $5000 per 
annum, 


(ii) to the leader of the Opposition an indemnity at the rate of 
$15,000 per annum, and 


(iii) to the leader of a party, except the Prime Minister and 
the Leader of the Opposition, that has a recognized 
membership of twelve or more persons in the Assembly 
an indemnity at the rate of $4,000 per annum; 


(6) in addition to his indemnity as a member, there shall be paid for 
each session, 


(i) to the person who is Deputy Speaker and Chairman of 
the Committees of the Whole House an indemnity of 
$4,000, 


(ii) to the Deputy Chairman of the Committees of the Whole 
House an indemnity of $2,000, and 


(iii) to the chairman of each standing committee an indemnity 
of $1,000, 


but no indemnity shall be paid to the chairman of a standing 
committee unless the committee has become organized and 
has dealt with matters properly before it; 


(c) in addition to his indemnity as a member, an indemnity shall be 
paid, 


(i) to the Chief Government Whip, at the rate of $2,000 
per annum, 


(ii) to each of not more than two Deputy Government Whips, 
at the rate of $1,000 per annum, 


(iii) to the Opposition Whip, at the rate of $1,000 per annum, 
and 


(iv) to the party whip of each party that has a recognized 
membership of twelve or more persons in the Assembly, 
except the party from which the Government is chosen 
and the party recognized as the Official Opposition, at 
the rate of $1,000 per annum; and 


10. 


13. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


$5. 
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(d) there shall be allowed to each member of the Assembly in 
respect of thirty trips per annum from his place of residence to 
the seat of government at Toronto 10 cents for every mile of the 
distance between his place of residence to Toronto and return, 
which distance shall be determined and certified by the Speaker, 


as provided in Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 
That, 


(a) the annual salary of every minister having charge of a department 
is $15,000; 


(b) the member of the Executive Council holding the recognized 
position of First Minister shall receive, in addition, $5,000 per 
annum; and 


(c) the annual salary of every minister without portfolio is $5,000, 


as provided in Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act,. 1965. 
Mr.Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion to refer Bill 234, An Act to 
amend The Landlord and Tenant Act to the Committee of the Whole 
House. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 243, An Act to amend si Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


5 
16. Concurrence in Supply for the Department of Highways. 
17. House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughion. 


18. House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


55. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many units of family and 
senior citizens housing has Ontario Housing Corporation proposed to 
include in the plans for development of the Malvern Project, now before 
the Scarborough planning board, and when will the first of these be ready 
for occupancy. 2. What population density (persons per residential acre) 
is envisaged in the plans before the Scarborough planning board. 3. How 
does this density compare with the density recommended by the Metro 
planning board for the Malvern Project. 4. What are the specific services 
required for the development of the Malvern Project—sewers, schools, 
etc.—to which the Ontario Government will contribute, what is the total 
cost of each service and what is the proportion to be assumed by the 
province. 


58. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the inclusion of a day care 
centre in the builder proposals for the first phase of the Chapel Glen 
Village condominium development a condition of acceptance of a proposal 
by OHC. If not, why not. 2. What portion of the $25,000,000 cost of 
construction of the first phase will be provided out of the 1969-70 advance 
to OHC. 3. What amount has been contributed by OHC to the rec- 
reational centre, and what is the total amount to be contributed. 4. Will 
the land on which the units are sited be included in the description of 
the common elements. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of GPa le 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
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Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


89. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Could the Minister of Social 
and Family Services table all the regulations related to the control by 
the Child Welfare Branch of the placement of children in Ontario Hos- 
pitals, residential treatment centres, charitable institutions, boarding 
homes, or other facilities. 2. If regulations do not exist defining the 
powers of the Child Welfare Branch in these areas, does the Director 
of the Child Welfare Branch get her authority for her intervention from 
the Deputy Minister, the Minister, or other administrative staff. 3. Is 
this authority in the form of a letter, a memo, or other document. 4. If so, 
could such a document be tabled. 5. If this authority is verbal, what is 
its content, and by whom is it issued. 6. Why does the Director of Child 
Welfare refuse placement of children in space that is available, thereby 
allowing the children to be sent to higher cost facilities, inappropriate 
facilities for their needs, or to be left untreated. 7. Are there political 
reasons why certain treatment facilities, particularly the Browndale 
program, are not free to receive the children who are appropriately 
referred by referring agencies, without the approval of the Director of 
Child Welfare. 8. What has the Director of Child Welfare done to 
acquaint herself with the various treatment programs that are available 
in the Province. 9. Why does the Director of Child Welfare sponsor 
Boy’s Village, when it has not been approved by the Department of 
Health Accreditation Committee. 10. Has the Department of Social 
and Family Services intervened in the placement of any children in 
Ontario, in psychiatric wards or psychiatric hospitals, in effect by-passing 
the normal in-take procedures of such facilities. 11. On what basis does 
the Director of Child Welfare or her agents presume to place children 
in such facilities, without medical assessment or control. 12. Would the 
Minister spell out his Department’s current program and philosophy 
for the treatment of emotionally disturbed children who come to the 
attention of the Department from its various agencies and branches, 
specifically Indian children, children of those people who are recipients 
of General Welfare Assistance, children referred by the Children’s Aid 
Societies, etc. 13. Does the Minister’s Department make a distinction 
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between retarded children and emotionally disturbed children. 14. If so, 
would the Minister define the distinction and/or difference, as reflected 
in the programs for treating these children. 15. Has the Minister done 
anything to assess the current incidence of emotional disturbance, 
and identify areas, age groups and locations of greatest need. 16. What is 
the role of the Deputy Minister of Child Welfare in (a) defining regula- 
tions; (0) establishing policies; and (c) exerting political intervention 
in the determination of placements or rejections of placements of children 
who are emotionally disturbed. 17. Would the Minister define the 
“authority chain” within his Department, with special attention to the 
Department of Child Welfare, defining who is answerable to whom, 
who takes directions from whom, and who establishes economic priorities 
and long-range plans. 18. What was the amount of money spent by the 
Department in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Serv- 
ices Ltd., regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John 
Brown. 19. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 
20. With regard to the Child Welfare Branch, what is the educational 
background and prior experience in treating emotionally disturbed 
children of the workers within that Branch. 21. Will the Minister table 
the correspondence between his Department and the Department of 
Social Welfare of the State of South Dakota. 


90. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many children are currently 
placed in reform institutions in the Province. 2. What is the highest 
cost, the lowest cost and the average cost, for treating these children. 
3. How many children who are currently in reform institutions in Ontario 
are emotionally disturbed. 4. How many children are currently in reform 
institutions in Ontario for whom other placement was recommended by 
clinics or special clinical staff. 5. How many such children have found 
other than training school placement. 6. What is the recidivism rate 
for all children in reform institutions over the last 5 years. 7. Will the 
Minister of Correctional Services table those regulations which govern 
the care and treatment of children in reform institutions. 8. When were 
these regulations last revised, and by whom. 9. What is the number 
of inspectors from the office of the Director of Institutions who supervise 
the care and treatment of children in the various centres. 10. Would 
the Minister designate who is responsible for assessing the appropriate- 
ness of placement, the readiness for discharge, the need for special 
therapeutic assistance, the need for special educational programs or other 
specialized needs that children may have, from time to time, within 
the institutions. 11. Would the Minister indicate the form in which 
these assessments are made. 12. How many Indian children are there 
in the reform institutions. 13. What are the home communities of these 
children. 14. What is the reason for these children to have been sent 
to the reform schools. 15. What is the budget for 1969-70 for the Institu- 
tions Division of the Department. 16. With regard to those workers 
within the Department who deal directly with children, what are the 
educational backgrounds of these workers. 17. What prior experience 
with the treatment of children have these workers had. 18. What was 
the amount of money spent by the Department in the years 1967, 1968 
and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., regarding Warrendale, 
Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 19. What was the construc- 
tive purpose of these expenditures. 


9 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 


94. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How many Crown Wards are 
there currently in Ontario Hospitals, for reason of emotional disturbance 
or mental illness. 2. With regard to the number of Crown Wards in 
Ontario Hospitals for emotional disturbance or mental illness, what 
were the figures as of (a) January 1, 1968; (b) December 31, 1968; 
and (c) May 31, 1969. 3. What happens to these children after they leave 
the Ontario Hospitals. 


95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled “Information Branch”. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement”, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
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1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


98. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What courses 
of study are sponsored jointly between Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
and the Provincial Government as provided for under sub-section (c) 
of section 3 of The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute Act, 1962-63. How 
many students are enrolled in such courses. 


99. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Is the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management aware of the Bill tabled by Senator Nicolas 
Petris, now in Committee in the California State Legislature, that 
would ban reciprocating internal combustion engines in automobiles 
by 1975. 2. Is the Minister aware that Speaker Howard F. McKissick, 
Junior, has introduced a similar Bill into the Nevada State Legislature. 
3. Is the Minister aware that Professor Starkman of the California Air 
Resources Board, believes that an efficient gas turbine can be developed 
for domestic automobiles by 1975, and that pressure ought to be brought 
to bear to achieve this goal. 4. Is the Minister aware of the finding’of the 
Opinion Research Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, that a poll of a 
representative cross-section of American public opinion shows 62% 
to be in favour of banning the reciprocating internal combustion engine 
in automobiles completely by 1975, so as to force auto makers to press 
ahead with the research, development and manufacture of alternative 
propulsion systems. 5. Will the Minister investigate the dual-fuel 
system now in use in 128 experimental Consumers’ Gas fleet cars in 
Los Angeles, whereby natural gas is used in urban areas and gasoline 
only on the highways. 6. Is the Minister examining current California 
legislation with a view to drafting similar stringent legislation applying 
to Ontario. 7. Will the Minister take note that the transfer and resale 
of used cars, and their certification, must be related to any new legislation 
if it is to be effective, in view of recent California experience. 


100. Mr. Nixon—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Energy and 
Resources Management table the locations of any thermal-process 
phosphoric acid production plants in operation in Ontario, together with 
a list of the emission abatement devices in use at each facility at a given 
recent date. 


101. Mr. Innes—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Will the Minister of Highways 
table full details of the grading and paving contract No. 69/51—Bruce 
Peninsula. Who were the bidders on this contract, who was the successful 
bidder, what were the amounts of each contract. How many miles of 
highway are involved in the one contract. What is the completion 
date. Is there a penalty. 2. What is the timetable for completing the 
regrading and resurfacing of this highway through to Tobermory. How 
many different contracts have so far been let on this project north from 
Wiarton. What were the names of the successful contractors and 
unsuccessful bidders in each case, with amounts. : 


iH 


102. Mr. Ben—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Now that CATV systems are them- 


selves producing, originating and delivering programmes wholly within 
Ontario on one of their channels, can such activity be isolated as a 
“local work and undertaking’ within the meaning of Section 92, sub- 
section 10(a), of the British North America Act. 2. Bearing in mind 
that the tuner on each home receiver isolates such programming from all 
other programmes carried by the cable, is a CATV company still an 
integral trans-Provincial unity as so regarded prior to local originations in 
RE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AND VICTORIA CABLE- 
VISION LTD. (1965) 51 D.L.R. (2d) 716, 52 W.W.R. 286. 3. Are 
CATV companies which contract with the Bell Telephone Company in a 
different legal position now than those who string their own cable. 
4. What are the implications of the above answers in regard to the 
possibility of Provincial censorship of television programmes originating 
within Ontario and not carried beyond the Province. 5. In your opinion, 
are such programmes ultra vires of the Federal power. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 


104 


105 


106 


107. 


fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


. Mr. Pitman—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. How much money has been 


borrowed since January 1, 1969, from financial institutions by each of the 
38 county boards of education in order to meet current expenses. 2. 
What is the total interest paid on these borrowings. 3. What percentage 
of this amount is as a result of the tardiness or lack of co-operation on 
the part of municipal authorities. 


. Mr. Shulman—Endquiry of the Ministry—How many letters did the Minister 


of Energy and Resources Management receive in response to the advertise- 
ments run by Pollution Probe over the last two weeks. 


. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 


of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)”’. 


Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 


where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. : 


We 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
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even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of “other revenue” as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘‘Sources of Net General Revenue’’ on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used asa standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use ‘“‘six or 
seven gigahertz’? microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 
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INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 
Act, 1962-63. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


Hi Bea bh (CO iMeiVieds BEDE 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


EDUCATION AND UNIVERSITY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. Davis. 
Bill 238, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 240, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and Boards of Education 
Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 


Bill 242, An Act respecting Scholarships for Osgoode Hall Law School of 
York University. Mr. Davis. 
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ONTARIO 


AON = No. 165 


(4 The Legislative Assembly of 
-0 82 the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 





TORONTO, FRIDAY, DECEMBER 5rTu, 1969 





ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. 
McKeough. REPRINTED. 
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3. Third Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


4. Third Reading Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


5. Third Reading Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


6. Third Reading Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


7. Third Reading Bill 238, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


8. Third Reading Bill 239, An Act to amend The Public Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


9. Third Reading Bill 240, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


10. Third Reading Bill 242, An Act respecting Scholarships for Osgoode Hall 
Law School of York University. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 
GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


11. Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


12. Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. — 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following:— 


That, 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. REPRINTED. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. ) , 
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Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 

Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 


a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 243, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


House in Committee of Supply. Mr. MacNaughton. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughion. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of 8 Soe Se 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the Operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 
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95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“‘Cardholder Agreement’’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 





97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program” prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
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ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


106. Mr. Retd (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 


built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the: people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of “other revenue”’ as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘Sources of Net General Revenue’’ on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred. with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used asa standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
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ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “six or 
seven gigahertz’ microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


June 2.—Mr. Davis—An Act to amend The Ryerson Polytechnical Institute 


Act, 1962-63. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 


munications Authority. 
BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


BBA DE CQO Ty Te Beis 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 


Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


LEGAL AND MUN TETP AT COM MYTTreEe 


Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. Mr. Wishart. 
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REPORTS 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 47, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 205, The Assessment Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. 
REPRINTED. 
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Third Reading Bill 222, An Act to amend The Municipal Act. Mr. 
McKeough. REPRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 235, An Act to amend The Regional Municipality of 
Niagara Act, 1968-69. Mr. McKeough. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 236, An Act to amend The Legislative Assembly Act. 
Mr. Robarts. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 237, An Act to amend The Executive Council Act. 
Mr. Robaris. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 238, An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 239, An Act to amend The Public Schools Act. Mr. 
Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 240, An Act to amend The Secondary Schools and 
Boards of Education Act. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 242, An Act respecting Scholarships for Osgoode Hall 
Law School of York University. Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. 


The Honourable the Lieutenant Governor recommends the following :— 
That, 


the moneys required for the purposes of The Children’s Mental 
Health Centres Act, 1968-69 shall, until the 31st day of March, 
1970, be paid out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, 


as provided in Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children 
suffering from Mental or Emotional Disorders. 


Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering from Mental 
or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 


14. 


15, 


16. 


ie 


18. 
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20. 
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Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion for Second Reading Bill 243, 
An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. Mr. Yaremko. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
Mr. White. PRINTED. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy's Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services 1 8 Be 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 
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95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch’’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
‘“‘Cardholder Agreement”’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—-What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
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ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘miscellaneous grants’’, 
sub-section “miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 


built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Rezd (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—-What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of ‘‘other revenue’’ as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘‘Sources of Net General Revenue’’ on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department © 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used asa standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
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ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use ‘‘six or 
seven gigahertz’? microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


113. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—With reference 
to the letter on the editorial page (page 6) of the Toronto ‘‘Star’ of 
Wednesday, December 3, 1969, by Mr. L. H. B. Peebles of the Govern- 
ment’s Department of University Affairs and with particular reference 
to the documents noted by Mr. Peebles (Computer Print-Out of the 
Educational Data Centre and the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Post- 
Secondary Student Population Survey, 1969), (a) What percentage of 
University students in Ontario come from non-farm families with annual 
incomes of $4,000 or less and what is the ratio of such families to the 
total number of non-farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available 
for Ontario, what is the answer in relation to Canada). (6) What 
percentage of post-secondary students other than University students in 
Ontario come from non-farm families with annual incomes of $4,000 
or less and what is the ratio of such families to the total number of non- 
farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available for Ontario, what is 
the answer in relation to Canada). (c) How many farm-families are 
there in Ontario. (d) What percentage of dependent University students 
in Ontario receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the Student 
Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income was 
$4,000 or less. (e) What percentage of post-secondary students other 
than University students receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the 
Student Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income 
was $4,000 or less. (f) What are the total number of students involved in 
questions (d) and (¢) above. (g) Will the Minister provide members 
with the Computer Print-Out of the Educational Data Centre referred 
to in Mr. Peebles’ letter. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
- munications Authority. 


9 
BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HE ALT HeCOMMITTEE 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


LEGA aN Mee FP aE CON eM LET Be 


Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. Mr. Wishart. 


COMACL TRE NOT LORS 


The Standing Health Committee will meet on Tuesday, December 9th, at 
9.30 a.m. in Room M1-69-iB. 





The Standing Legal and Municipal Committee will meet on Wednesday, 
December 10th, at 9.30 a.m. in Committee Room No. 1. 
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No. 167 


The Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario 


2nd SESSION, 28th PARLIAMENT 


TORONTO, THURSDAY, DECEMBER 1irtu, 1969 


ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1, ZThird Reading Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering 
from Mental or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
PRINTED. 
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10. 
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GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 


Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam Corpor- 
ation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act.. Mr. Davis. 
PRINTED. 


Bill 243, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. Mr. Yaremko. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Bretthaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 
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95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch”. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement’ that “‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. ‘Nhat protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
‘Cardholder Agreement”, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program” prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
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ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘miscellaneous grants’’, 
sub-section “miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion”’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
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built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of “other revenue” as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘“‘Sources of Net General Revenue” on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used as a standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 


ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “six or 
seven gigahertz’ microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


113. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—With reference 
to the letter on the editorial page (page 6) of the Toronto ‘Star’ of 
Wednesday, December 3, 1969, by Mr. L. H. B. Peebles of the Govern- 
ment’s Department of University Affairs and with particular reference 
to the documents noted by Mr. Peebles (Computer Print-Out of the 
Educational Data Centre and the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Post- 
Secondary Student Population Survey, 1969), (a) What percentage of 
University students in Ontario come from non-farm families with annual 
incomes of $4,000 or less and what is the ratio of such families to the 
total number of non-farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available 
for Ontario, what is the answer in relation to Canada). (b) What 
percentage of post-secondary students other than University students in 
Ontario come from non-farm families with annual incomes of $4,000 
or less and what is the ratio of such families to the total number of non- 
farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available for Ontario, what is 
the answer in relation to Canada). (c) How many farm-families are 
there in Ontario. (d) What percentage of dependent University students 
in Ontario receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the Student 
Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income was 
$4,000 or less. (e) What percentage of post-secondary students other 
than University students receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the 
Student Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income 
was $4,000 or less. (f) What are the total number of students involved in 
questions (d) and (e) above. (g) Will the Minister provide members 
with the Computer Print-Out of the Educational Data Centre referred 
to in Mr. Peebles’ letter. 


114. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
names of the members of the Department of Education receiving the 20 
highest salaries in the Department. For each of these persons will the 
Ministry provide the following information: present salary; sex; religion; 
age; position or title; place of birth; university degree(s) specifying 
university, type of degree, general academic discipline involved (e.g. 
physical education, history) and date received; names of university 
scholarships or fellowships received; high schools attended, specifying 


8 


location; date of appointment to present position; date of initial appoint- 
ment to the Department of Education; position held immediately prior to 
appointment to the Department; amount and date of last increase in 
salary; last full-time teaching appointment specifiying institution, salary 
and date of termination of such appointment and specialty, if any; 
whether or not there was an open competition for the position presently 
occupied. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


April 15.—Mr. Wishart—An Act to amend The Provincial Courts Act, 1968. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 


HBA LalwiC OMe Me DE Eb 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for Research. 
Mr. Stewart. (Referred before Second Reading.) 


LEGAL JAN De MUDRICT PAL COMM ELT TEE 


Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. Mr. Wishart. 
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ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


Third Reading Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering 
from Mental or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
PRINTED. 
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GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for 
Research. Mr. Stewart. REPRINTED. 


Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. Mr. Gomme. 
PRINTED. 


Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam Corpor- 
ation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. Mr. Davis. 
PRINTED. 


Bill 243, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. Mr. Varemko. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.L., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and’ John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 
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95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. ‘Nhat protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report “The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program” prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
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ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘“‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 


6 


built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of “other revenue” as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘“‘Sources of Net General Revenue” on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used as a standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television Operator, in the new 
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ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use ‘‘six or 
seven gigahertz’’ microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


113. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—With reference 
to the letter on the editorial page (page 6) of the Toronto “Star” of 
Wednesday, December 3, 1969, by Mr. L. H. B. Peebles of the Govern- 
ment’s Department of University Affairs and with particular reference 
to the documents noted by Mr. Peebles (Computer Print-Out of the 
Educational Data Centre and the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Post- 
Secondary Student Population Survey, 1969), (a) What percentage of 
University students in Ontario come from non-farm families with annual 
incomes of $4,000 or less and what is the ratio of such families to the 
total number of non-farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available 
for Ontario, what is the answer in relation to Canada). (b) What 
percentage of post-secondary students other than University students in 
Ontario come from non-farm families with annual incomes of $4,000 
or less and what is the ratio of such families to the total number of non- 
farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available for Ontario, what is 
the answer in relation to Canada). (c) How many farm-families are 
there in Ontario. (d) What percentage of dependent University students 
in Ontario receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the Student 
Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income was 
$4,000 or less. (e) What percentage of post-secondary students other 
than University students receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the 
Student Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income 
was $4,000 or less. (f) What are the total number of students involved in 
questions (d) and (e) above. (g) Will the Minister provide members 
with the Computer Print-Out of the Educational Data Centre referred 
to in Mr. Peebles’ letter. 


114. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
names of the members of the Department of Education receiving the 20 
highest salaries in the Department. For each of these persons will the 
Ministry provide the following information: present salary; sex; religion; 
age; position or title; place of birth; university degree(s) specifying 
university, type of degree, general academic discipline involved (e.g. 
physical education, history) and date received; names of university 
scholarships or fellowships received; high schools attended, specifying 
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location; date of appointment to present position: date of initial appoint- 
ment to the Department of Education; position held immediately prior to 
appointment to the Department; amount and date of last increase in 
salary; last full-time teaching appointment specifiying institution, salary 
and date of termination of such appointment and specialty, if any; 
whether or not there was an open competition for the position presently 
occupied. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 


BILLS REFERRED TO STANDING COMMITTEES 
LEGAL AND MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE 


Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. Mr. Wishart. 
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ORDER PAPER 


ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 
ORAL QUESTIONS 

PETITIONS 

REPORTS 

MOTIONS 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


THIRD READINGS 


1. Third Reading Bill 138, An Act respecting Facilities for Children suffering 
from Mental or Emotional Disorders. Mr. Wells. REPRINTED. 


2. Third Reading Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Mr. Gomme. PRINTED. 
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11. 
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Third Reading Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Commuttee of the Whole House: 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for 
Research. Mr. Stewart. REPRINTED. 


Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ Steam Corpor- 
ation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. Mr. Wishart. 
REPRINTED. 


Bill 243, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. Mr. Yaremko. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial pie of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. . Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The ee Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


House in Commtuttee on Wess and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 
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95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘“‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
‘Cardholder Agreement’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report “The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program”’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
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ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants”, 
sub-section ‘“‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Endquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August Ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 
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built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of ‘‘other revenue” as con- 
tained in the Table entitled ‘‘Sources of Net General Revenue’’ on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario ic the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used as a standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
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ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “six or 
seven gigahertz” microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


113. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—With reference 
to the letter on the editorial page (page 6) of the Toronto “Star” of 
Wednesday, December 3, 1969, by Mr. L. H. B. Peebles of the Govern- 
ment’s Department of University Affairs and with particular reference 
to the documents noted by Mr. Peebles (Computer Print-Out of the 
Educational Data Centre and the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Post- 
Secondary Student Population Survey, 1969), (a) What percentage of 
University students in Ontario come from non-farm families with annual 
incomes of $4,000 or less and what is the ratio of such families to the 
total number of non-farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available 
for Ontario, what is the answer in relation to Canada). (b) What 
percentage of post-secondary students other than University students in 
Ontario come from non-farm families with annual incomes of $4,000 
or less and what is the ratio of such families to the total number of non- 
farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available for Ontario, what is 
the answer in relation to Canada). (c) How many farm-families are 
there in Ontario. (d) What percentage of dependent University students 
in Ontario receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the Student 
Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income was 
$4,000 or less. (e) What percentage of post-secondary students other 
than University students receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the 
Student Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income 
was $4,000 or less. (f) What are the total number of students involved in 
questions (d) and (e) above. (g) Will the Minister provide members 
with the Computer Print-Out of the Educational Data Centre referred 
to in Mr. Peebles’ letter. 


114. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
names of the members of the Department of Education receiving the 20 
highest salaries in the Department. For each of these persons will the 
Ministry provide the following information: present salary; sex; religion; 
age; position or title; place of birth; university degree(s) specifying 
university, type of degree, general academic discipline involved (e.g. 
physical education, history) and date received; names of university 
scholarships or fellowships received; high schools attended, specifying 
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location; date of appointment to present position; date of initial appoint- 
ment to the Department of Education; position held immediately prior to 
appointment to the Department; amount and date of last increase in 
salary; last full-time teaching appointment specifiying institution, salary 
and date of termination of such appointment and specialty, if any; 
whether or not there was an open competition for the position presently 
occupied. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 
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Third Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 243 An Act to amend The Child Welfare ACT. 1900. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Committee of the Whole House: 


Bill 74, An Act to amend The Ontario Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1955. Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. 


Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals for 
Research. Mr. Stewart. REPRINTED. 


Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. Mr. Wishart. 
REPRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 
for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The pens Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


3 


NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Enquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Breithaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 

officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 
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95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘‘Information Branch’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
“Cardholder Agreement’’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 

_ void. . | 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
... the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 

the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 

for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 

_ 1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal total (esti- 
_mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of. Education for 1968-69 

and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 

Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministeyect! What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report “The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program’’ prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
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ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’”’?)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid.by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 

Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 

Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Enquiry of the Minister Wak the Sribiaal idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 

- Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August 1st this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 


built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


t11. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
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specific sources and the respective amounts of “other revenue” as con- 
tained in the Table entitled “Sources of Net General Revenue” on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. ) 


Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 


occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3, Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used as a standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
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ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “six or 
seven gigahertz’? microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


113. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—With reference 
to the letter on the editorial page (page 6) of the Toronto ‘‘Star’’ of 
Wednesday, December 3, 1969, by Mr. L. H. B. Peebles of the Govern- 
ment’s Department of University Affairs and with particular reference 
to the documents noted by Mr. Peebles (Computer Print-Out of the 
Educational Data Centre and the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Post- 
Secondary Student Population Survey, 1969), (a) What percentage of 
University students in Ontario come from non-farm families with annual 
incomes of $4,000 or less and what is the ratio of such families to the 
total number of non-farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available 
for Ontario, what is the answer in relation to Canada). (b) What 
percentage of post-secondary students other than University students in 
Ontario come from non-farm families with annual incomes of $4,000 
or less and what is the ratio of such families to the total number of non- 
farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available for Ontario, what is 
the answer in relation to Canada). (c) How many farm-families are 
there in Ontario. (d) What percentage of dependent University students 
in Ontario receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the Student 
Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income was 
$4,000 or less. (e) What percentage of post-secondary students other 
than University students receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the 
Student Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income 
was $4,000 or less. (f) What are the total number of students involved in 
questions (d) and (e) above. (g) Will the Minister provide members 
with the Computer Print-Out of the Educational Data Centre referred 
to in Mr. Peebles’ letter. 


114. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
names of the members of the Department of Education receiving the 20 
highest salaries in the Department. For each of these persons will the 
Ministry provide the following information: present salary; sex; religion; 
age; position or title; place of birth; university degree(s) specifying 
university, type of degree, general academic discipline involved (e.g. 
physical education, history) and date received; names of university 
scholarships or fellowships received; high schools attended, specifying 
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location; date of appointment to present position; date of initial appoint- 
ment to the Department of Education; position held immediately prior to 
appointment to the Department; amount and date of last increase in 
salary; last full-time teaching appointment specifiying institution, salary 
and date of termination of such appointment and specialty, if any; 
whether or not there was an open competition for the position presently 
occupied. 


115. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Does Requisi- 
tion No. 29-05276 of the Department of Public Works specify an item 
(or items) which is manufactured only in Quebec. 2. Is the Government 
intending to discontinue the practise of so specifying their products when 
substitute products are also available in Ontario. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 
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Third Reading Bill 194, An Act respecting the Care and Provision of Animals 
for Research. Mr. Stewart. REPRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 229, An Act to amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Mr. Gomme. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 230, An Act to incorporate The Toronto Hospitals’ 
Steam Corporation. Mr. Wells. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 234, An Act to amend The Landlord and Tenant Act. 
Mr. Wishart. REPRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 241, An Act to amend The Schools Administration Act. 
Mr. Davis. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 243 An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Third Reading Bill 244, An Act to amend The Corporations Tax Act. 
PRINTED. 


GOVERNMENT BILLS AND ORDERS 


Resuming the Adjourned Debate on the amendment to the motion, That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 


Consideration of Report of the Workmen’s Compensation Board. 


Second Reading Bill 73, An Act to Regulate the Procurement and Provide 


for the Welfare of Animals used in Teaching and Research. Mr. Stewart. 
PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 107, The Energy Act, 1968-69. Mr. Kerr. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 129, An Act to provide a Single Procedure for the 
Judicial Review of the Exercise or the Failure to Exercise a Statutory 
Power. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. | 


Second Reading Bill 130, An Act to provide Procedures governing the Exer- 
cise of Statutory Power granted to Tribunals by the Legislature wherein 
the Rights, Duties or Privileges of Persons are to be decided at or following 
a Hearing. Mr. Wishart. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 145, An Act to amend The Child Welfare Act, 1965. 
Mr. Yaremko. PRINTED. 


Second Reading Bill 191, An Act to amend The Mining Act. Mr. Lawrence 
(St. George). PRINTED. 


House in Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MacNaughton. 
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NOTICE PAPER 


QUESTIONS 


27. Mr. Deans—Endquiry of the Ministry—What percentage cost for elementary 
and secondary school education are presently borne by the province. 


48. Mr. Bretthaupt—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister of Health 
table the results of any recent researches available to him on current 
levels of pesticide residues in lards, fats and shortenings. To what extent 
are organochlorines being stored in fats, and what are the implications 
for long-term tolerance in humans. Is the Minister aware of the publica- 
tion this week of the Report of the British Association of Public Analysts 
on this matter. Are limited quantities for the human intake of aldrin, 
dieldrin lead, arsenic and mercury prescribed in Ontario. If not, why not. 


88. Mr. Brown—Enquiry of the Ministry—During the short tenure of the 
Accreditation Committee, a number of centres were visited which never 
received official accreditation, although they were approved by the 
Accreditation Committee. 1. Would the Minister of Health list such 
centres. 2. Would the Minister table the costs, for 1968-69, of C.P.R.I., 
for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings and 
property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and feeding 
of children, all other costs. 3. Would the Minister table the costs, for 
1968-69, for the following: capital costs, costs of maintaining buildings 
and property, staff costs, costs related to the clothing, housing and 
feeding of children, all other costs, for the following centres: Thistletown, 
Lakeshore Hospital, Warrendale Treatment Program, Kingston Psychiat- 
ric Unit for Children, Sudbury Psychiatric Unit for Children. 4. How 
much monies were allotted to Boy’s Village from any source within the 
Department of Health for the year 1968-69. 5. Were such funds continued 
following the visit of the Accreditation Committee. 6. What were the 
reasons the Accreditation Committee did not approve Boy’s Village. 
7. Were the agencies that used Boy’s Village facilities notified of these 
reasons. 8. Has the Department of Health undertaken to determine if 
the conditions which caused the non-accreditation continue to exist. 
9. Could the Minister assure the House that those conditions no longer 
exist. 10. What was the amount of money spent by the Department 
in the years 1967, 1968 and 1969 on Public Relations Services Ltd., 
regarding Warrendale, Brown Camps, Browndale and John Brown. 
11. What was the constructive purpose of these expenditures. 12. With 
regard to those workers within the Department who deal directly with 
emotionally disturbed children, what are the educational backgrounds 
of these workers. 13. What prior experience in the treatment of emotion- 
ally disturbed children have these workers had. 


91. Mr. Worton—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What are the names of the 
officials and their salaries in the Central Supply Division, Department 
of Public Works. 2. What is the full cost of the operation on a monthly 
basis. 3. What is the amount of purchases undertaken by the Division 
during the last twelve months. 
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95. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
comparable estimates of the Department of Education for 1969-70 in 
terms of the 1968-69 votes and items. That is to say, using the budgeting 
and accounting categorization of the 1968-69 Estimates which included 
22 separate votes (501 to and including 522) what are the estimated 
increased or decreased expenditures for 1969-70 which could be validly 
compared to each of the 1968-69 votes and items in each vote. For 
example, what is the real comparison for 1969-70 to vote 506 (with 7 
items) in 1968-69 entitled ‘Information Branch’’. Will the Minister 
provide this detailed comparable budget data before he introduces 
his 1969-70 Estimates into the Legislature. 


96. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What action 
does the Minister of Financial and Commercial Affairs intend to take 
against the Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce in view of the following 
actions by that Bank: The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce sends 
out unasked-for Chargex Credit Cards to residents of Ontario, including 
myself. These credit cards are not sent with the protection of registered 
mail. If these unasked-for credit cards are lost in the mail or stolen en 
route, anyone can sign them with the name imprinted on them. Anyone 
could purchase goods using the credit card without the knowledge of the 
person to whom it was sent by The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce. 
The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce states in the ‘Cardholder 
Agreement”’ that ‘‘In the event of any credit card being lost or stolen, the 
cardholder will promptly notify the Bank, in writing, to that effect and 
unless and until such notification is received, the cardholder will remain 
responsible for payment of all indebtedness incurred through use of such 
credit’. What protection does the Minister’s Department plan to provide 
to consumers who are presently being pestered by The Canadian 
Imperial Bank of Commerce. What is the legal status of this Bank’s 
‘Cardholder Agreement”’, that is, is it a binding contract or is it null and 
void. | 


97. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What were 
. the total (estimated) salaries of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) salaries for 1969-70. What were 
the total (estimated) travelling expenses of the Department of Education 
for 1968-69 and what are the total (estimated) travelling expenses for 
1969-70. What were the Minister of Education’s personal. total (esti- 
mated) travelling expenses for 1968-69 and what are his total (estimated) 
travelling expenses for 1969-70. What were the total (estimated) 
maintenance expenses of the Department of Education for 1968-69 
and what are the total (estimated) maintenance expenses for 1969-70. 
Will the Minister provide this comparable information for 1968-69 and 
1969-70 before he introduces his 1969-70 Estimates to the Legislature. 


103. Mr. Peacock—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What were the total costs— 
fees and expenses—of the project report ‘‘The Impact of the Equalisation 
of Industrial Opportunity Program” prepared for the Ontario Develop- 
ment Corporation by Stevenson and Kellogg Ltd., Management Consul- 
tants. 2. Does the project report’s estimate of $3.5 million in annual 
Ontario corporate income tax to be paid by those companies receiving 
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ODC forgiveness loans to date, indicate pre-tax profits of approximately 
$30 million representing a return on their ODC-assisted investment of 
about 30 per cent. 


106. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Minister 
of Education name—before Friday, November 7, 1969—each and every 
group (and the size of their respective grants) which he has decided 
are to receive grants under vote 501, item 8, ‘‘miscellaneous grants’, 
sub-section ‘‘miscellaneous (to be paid as may be directed by the 
Minister)’’. 


107. Mr. Sargent—Enquiry of the Ministry—Will the Prime Minister advise 
where he gets the right to spend public funds (‘‘matching dollar for 
dollar re-Malton explosion’’)—to bail out an explosion caused by a 
private company. 


108. Mr. Spence—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. What will be the total construc- 
tion and equipment cost including land of the new building of the Ontario 
Institute for Studies in Education. 2. Why was the lease-back method 
chosen for this building and not for the Frost, Hepburn, Ferguson or 
MacDonald Buildings. 3. Will the building not be hopelessly outdated 
for educational use at the end of thirty years, by which time sixty million 
dollars will have been paid. 4. How can the Government justify a 
rental of two million dollars a year for a facility which could have been 
operated for a fraction of this cost elsewhere in Ontario. 5. Will the 
Minister convey my concern to the Hon. Treasurer as he contemplates a 
Provincial income tax. 


109. Mrs. Renwick (Scarborough Centre)—Enquiry of the Ministry—Would 
the Minister of Trade and Development advise how many units of the 
Ontario Housing Corporation are under the management and maintenance 
of the Montreal Trust, and (a) where are these units located. (b) what 
amount is being paid by the Ontario Housing Corporation to the Montreal 
Trust for the services that the Trust Company provides. (c) what 
dates bind Montreal Trust in their contract with the Ontario Housing 
Corporation. (d) at what saving or expense to the Ontario Housing 
Corporation is the service being provided over the system in the past 
of the Ontario Housing Corporation managing and maintaining their 
own units. 


110. Mr. Shulman—Endquiry of the Ministry—Was the original idea behind the 
development of Plan 174 in Oakville, that this was the only way a some- 
what run down area with large lots could be handled, namely, that the 
Municipality and the owners would work together to get some low cost 
housing. At the present time have all owners been expropriated and 
ordered to move out whether they have settled or not. Of the original 
129 parcels of property at August ist this year, have 52 not settled or 
accepted any agreement and have these 52 all received expropriation 
notices and low offers. Did the Town of Oakville call for bids from 
developers to develop this area, and did Consolidated Building Corpor- 
ation submit a good proposal whereby they would pay all costs of develop- 
ment, and would not have anyone move out until new homes had been 


built to which they could move. Later did another developer get into the 
act on a 50-50 basis, and at this point was the $400,000 capital contribution 
that was to be paid by the first developer dropped, and now, must the 
homeowners who will buy pay this contribution which will be given back to 
the developers. Is it correct that this agreement did not come before 
Council until after approved by the O.M.B. Is it true that although 
the development costs have only gone up $240,000, the proposed selling 
prices on lots and homes has gone up $1,700,000. Is this now low cost 
housing. Is it true that the Town of Oakville, which is the expropriating 
agent, is using its powers to take property without compensation in many 
cases, and turning it over to private developers for profits. Is this legal 
under any act. Is it true that although the Town of Oakville is claiming 
to be the authority for expropriation, the town as such has not paid 
one cent to anyone, and all money used in the payment for property has 
come from the developers. Is this legal. Is it true that no ads have 
been placed, and that no hearings or anything else have been held, 
even though this is claimed to come under the new expropriation 
act. Is it true that the developers are moving onto property for 
which no agreement for settlement has been made, or any money paid 
out, and cutting down trees, tearing up fences, and demolishing homes and 
other buildings. Is this legal under any act. Are the negotiators for the 
town offering very low amounts for property, despite that fact that the 
act states that market value must be paid for property. Is this legal. 
Have many of the people acting on behalf of the town never been hired or 
appointed by Town Council. Have most of the transactions taking place 
never been brought before Council or discussed by it. Has Council ever 
met any of the developers or negotiated directly with them in any way. 
Have any arrangements been made to house the people, both owners 
and tenants, who have to vacate. Have mortgages been paid off on houses 
in this development which have been demolished. Did developers take 
out building permits a month before they had possession of the land. 


111. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
specific sources and the respective amounts of ‘‘other revenue” as con- 
tained in the Table entitled “Sources of Net General Revenue’’ on 
page 8 in the 1969 Financial Report of the Province of Ontario for the 
fiscal years 1968 and 1969. 


112. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Have talks 
occurred with CFRB respecting its February, 1970 application for a 
UHF outlet in Toronto, and has CFRB undertaken to provide time-slots 
for Ontario ETV. Are such promises included in CFRB’s brief to the 
CRTC. 2. Is it the intention of the Minister that County School Boards 
should eventually buy ETV programs outright, or will the Department 
pick up the tab for the production and distribution of such programs 
which remain out in the field indefinitely. 3. Will the Audio-Visual 
Department on Jarvis Street be merged with the ETV Branch. If not, 
why not. 4. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on half-inch or 
one-inch videotape to cable television operators, and, if so, what system 
will be used as a standard. 5. Have talks been held with Mr. Ted Rogers 
as to his possible role as a major cable television operator, in the new 
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ETV distribution scheme. Have such talks been held with Maclean- 
Hunter and with Charles Templeton. Are such talks planned in the 
immediate future. 6. Is there a plan to distribute ETV programs on 
CBS electronic video recording films. Will regional libraries be the 
principal means of program distribution in such case, and if not, why not. 
7. What will this do to the plan of the Ontario Institute for Studies in 
Education to evaluate the CBS system by using fifty machines loaned by 
Portcomm Communications Ltd. over the next two years. Will the 
ETV Branch take this project over now or short-circuit it in some way. 
8. Will there be a growth in the utilization van scheme as a result of these 
new developments. 9. Since there is virtually only one supplier for 
2500 megahertz equipment in Ontario, and this is an American firm 
(Gerrald), what steps will the Minister take to prevent a monopoly in the 
supply of such equipment developing. 10. Is it intended to use “‘six or 
seven gigahertz’ microwave to link major communities such as Barrie 
and Hamilton with Toronto. 


113. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—With reference 
to the letter on the editorial page (page 6) of the Toronto ‘Star’ of 
Wednesday, December 3, 1969, by Mr. L. H. B. Peebles of the Govern- 
ment’s Department of University Affairs and with particular reference 
to the documents noted by Mr. Peebles (Computer Print-Out of the 
Educational Data Centre and the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Post- 
Secondary Student Population Survey, 1969), (a) What percentage of 
University students in Ontario come from non-farm families with annual 
incomes of $4,000 or less and what is the ratio of such families to the 
total number of non-farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available 
for Ontario, what is the answer in relation to Canada). (0) What 
percentage of post-secondary students other than University students in 
Ontario come from non-farm families with annual incomes of $4,000 
or less and what is the ratio of such families to the total number of non- 
farm families in Ontario (if the data is not available for Ontario, what is 
the answer in relation to Canada). (c) How many farm-families are 
there in Ontario. (d) What percentage of dependent University students 
in Ontario receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the Student 
Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income was 
$4,000 or less. (e) What percentage of post-secondary students other 
than University students receiving financial assistance in 1968 under the 
Student Awards Program came from families whose gross annual income 
was $4,000 or less. (f) What are the total number of students involved in 
questions (d) and (e) above. (g) Will the Minister provide members 
with the Computer Print-Out of the Educational Data Centre referred 
to in Mr. Peebles’ letter. 


114. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—What are the 
names of the members of the Department of Education receiving the 20 
highest salaries in the Department. For each of these persons will the 
Ministry provide the following information: present salary; sex; religion: 
age; position or title; place of birth; university degree(s) specifying 
university, type of degree, general academic discipline involved (e.g. 
physical education, history) and date received; names of university 
scholarships or fellowships received; high schools attended, specifying 
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location; date of appointment to present position; date of initial appoint- 
ment to the Department of Education; position held immediately prior to 
appointment to the Department; amount and date of last increase in 
salary; last full-time teaching appointment specifiying institution, salary 
and date of termination of such appointment and specialty, if any; 
whether or not there was an open competition for the position presently 
occupied. 


115. Mr. Reid (Scarborough East)—Enquiry of the Ministry—1. Does Requisi- 
tion No. 29-05276 of the Department of Public Works specify an item 
(or items) which is manufactured only in Quebec. 2. Is the Government 
intending to discontinue the practise of so specifying their products when 
substitute products are also available in Ontario. 


INTENTION TO INTRODUCE BILLS 
1969. 


Nov. 21.—WMr. Davis—An Act to establish The Ontario Educational Com- 
munications Authority. 
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